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legion to give a character to it This difficulty, how-
ever, being disposed of, a more important objection
remains; there was indeed a Thundering Legion, as
Apollinaris says, but then it was as old as the time of
Trajan, nay, of Augustus.* This circumstance, of
course, is fatal to his argument. Moyle, upon this,
observes that "Apollinaris, the first broacher of the
miracle, was grossly mistaken, to say no worse;"* but,
though it was a mistake, it surely is not grosser than
if a country clergyman at this day were to commit a
blunder in speaking of the Queen's regiments serving

*Moyle's Posthumous Works, Vol. ii. p. 90, and Scaliger
and Valesius before him. Baronius accounts for the fact by
supposing that the Christian soldiers were in all parts of the
army, and after this were incorporated into the existing
Thundering Legion. "Par est credere, ipsum eosdem ob
tarn egregium atque mirandum facinus Fuhninantium nomine
nobilitasse, ac eosdem simtil ejusdem nominis legioni pariter
aggregasse." Ann. 176, 20; vid. also Witsius, Diatrib. 46.
Mr. King, too, observes that Xiphilin is the only author who
"absolutely affirms the soldiers of the Melitenian Legion to
be all Christians." Ap. Moyle, p. 116 ; vid. also Milman, Christ.
Vol. ii. p. 190. Moyle answers that King is the first person
who has interpreted Eusebius, etc., otherwise, p. 212. Lard-
ner, Testim. Vol. ii. Ch. 15; and Mosheim, ant. Constant. Sec 2.
Ch. 17, side with Moyle. Mosheim connects "forte" with
"precationibus impetrato." [Lumper, t. 7, p. 510 note, says
that " forte" is African Latin for " fortuito ;" he seems to
agree with Mosheim in the construction. He gives a list of
authors who have treated of the occurrence, p. 515.]

yHe retracts and throws .the blame on Eusebius,p. 221,
almost denying that Apollinaris made the statement imputed to
him. So does Neauder, Church Hist., Vol, i. i, 2.